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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 23 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 23 lacks a 
status identifier. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 26 depends on claim 21 which has been cancelled. It is the Examiner's 
belief that the claim was intended to depend on claim 1 and for the remainder of this 
Office Action will be examined as such. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. Claims 1-20, 22, 23 and 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tiberio (US 5,611,535), and further in view of Payne et al. (US 
6,241,607) and Berman (US PGPub 2008/0045323). 

In reference to claim 1 , Tiberio discloses: A gaming machine for the playing of a 
game of chance wherein an outcome of said game of chance is determined by a 
predefined one of a plurality of payline patterns of indicia displayed on a display means 
by a game control module (col 1 , In 30-34); said payline patterns formed of a selection 
of elements of a matrix of columns and rows and wherein the number of said elements 
forming any one payline pattern is greater than the number of columns of said matrix 
(col 2, In 34-39). Tiberio does not specifically disclose adjacent elements of said matrix 
staggered in a horizontal direction, and wherein each element of said adjacent elements 
is bounded by six sides. Berman teaches thateach element is bounded by six sides 
(see Figure 9). Payne teaches staggered horizontal elements (see Figure 6). 
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It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the multiple payline game machine of Tiberio with the 
displays of Payne and Berman to yield the predictable result of a three-dimensional 
multiple payline slot machine. 

In reference to claims 2 and 3, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements of 
these claims. Tiberio further discloses wherein said columns of said matrix are in the 
form of simulated reels divided peripherally into a plurality of elements; each said 
element displaying an indicia and wherein said rows of said matrix are comprised of a 
number of displayed aligned elements of each of said reels (see Figure 5). 

In reference to claim 4, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements of this 
claim. Berman further teaches a five reel slot machine (see Figure 3). 

In reference to claim 5, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements of this 
claim. Tiberio further discloses wherein said simulated reels are caused to display a 
spinning motion during a game (col 4, In 17-18); said reels coming to rest in a randomly 
selected position under control of said game control module so as to display three 
elements of each reel (see Figure 5 and col 5, In 19-21). 

In reference to claims 6 and 7, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements of 
these claims. Tiberio further discloses wherein the number of said elements defining 
said predefined one of a plurality of payline patterns is one greater than said number of 
columns and wherein the number of said elements defining said predefined one of said 
plurality of payline patterns lies in the range of one greater than said number of columns 
and the total of said elements in said matrix (see Figure 6). 
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In reference to claim 8, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements of this 
claim. Tiberio further discloses wherein said plurality of payline patterns is indicated to 
a player of said gaming machine by representations of said payline patterns on a front 
panel of said gaming machine (col 4, In 29-31). 

In reference to claims 9 and 10, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements 
of these claims. Berman further teaches wherein said game control module randomly 
selects a payline pattern from said plurality of payline patterns; said payline pattern 
maintained as a winning pattern until matched by a game played on said gaming 
machine (pg 1 , par 6). 

In reference to claim 1 1 , Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements of this 
claim. Tiberio further discloses wherein said selected payline pattern is indicated to a 
player of said game when said reels have come to rest by highlighting said elements 
corresponding to said selected payline pattern (col 1, In 37-40). 

In reference to claims 12 and 13, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements 
of these claims. Tiberio further discloses wherein said selected payline pattern is 
indicated to a player of said game when said reels have come to rest by a projected 
outline of said elements corresponding to said selected payline pattern and wherein 
said projected outline is displayed on said display while said reels are spinning (col 1, In 
21-23). 

In reference to claim 14, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements of this 
claim. Tiberio further discloses wherein a player of a game may pre-select a payline 
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pattern and wherein, if said payline pattern matches a pattern of indicia of said reels 
when come to rest, said player is awarded a prize (col 1 , In 64-66). 

In reference to claims 15 and 18, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements 
of these claims. Tiberio further discloses wherein said selected payline pattern of 
elements is arranged so that in one column and one column only, at least two elements 
of said selected payline pattern have a common edge and wherein said selected payline 
pattern of elements is arranged so that all of said elements have at least one edge 
common with another one of said elements (col 2, In 43-49). 

In reference to claims 16 and 17, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements 
of these claims. Tiberio further discloses wherein said selected payline pattern of 
elements is arranged so that in one row and one row only, at least two elements of said 
selected payline pattern have a common edge and wherein said selected payline 
pattern of elements is arranged so that none of said elements have a common edge (col 
1, In 30-34). 

In reference to claims 19 and 20, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements 
of these claims. Berman further teaches wherein said gaming machine is provided in 
addition to said display means with a secondary display means; said secondary display 
means adapted to the playing of a bonus game and wherein at least one bonus game is 
conferred on a player of said gaming machine in the event of a winning outcome display 
of a main game on said display means (pg 3, par 33). 
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In reference to claim 22, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements of this 
claim. Payne further teaches wherein adjacent elements in a column adjacent a first 
column are staggered in a vertical direction (see Figure 6). 

In reference to claim 23, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements of this 
claim. Tiberio further discloses wherein said elements are aligned vertically in columns 
in said matrix (see Figure 5). 

In reference to claim 25, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements of this 
claim. Tiberio further discloses wherein each said elements includes a symbol located 
within its border (see Abstract). 

In reference to claim 26 Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements of this 
claim. Payne further teaches wherein selected sides of adjacent elements are 
maintained in a parallel, spaced apart relationship (see Figure 1). 

In reference to claims 27 and 28, Tiberio, as modified, discloses all the elements 
of these claims. Berman further teaches a network of gaming machines in a casino (pg 
12, par 98). Tiberio further discloses a jackpot award for a selected outcome (col 5, In 
44-45). 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See attached form PTO-892. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marcus D. Jones whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3773. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5 EST, Alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan M. Thai can be reached on 571-272-7147. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Marcus D. Jones/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3714 
/XUAN M. THAI/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



